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Applicant(s) 
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(D Jeffrey g. Jastrzab . (3) Les//e /. Bookoff 
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c)EI Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2M applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)[X] No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 


Agreement with respect to the claims 0D was reached. q$ was not reached. h)D N/A. 

fea^ 0f the 9 eneral nature * ** was agreed to if an agreement was 

II'In? To^k, if neCe . S f 3 fy ' and 3 COpy of the ame ndments Which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, if ava ab e, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render th c aims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

^checked) 6CeSSary 3PP,iCant t0 Pr ° Vide 3 S6parate reC ° rd ° f the substa ™e of the interview(if box is 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THF l A<vr offipp aptiom 
a M crion T r CL r D H^ E S V, BSTANCE ° F THE 'NTERVIEW. (See SSKSSmoS T«^^££S£> 
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Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 


any alleged ora , promise. s,ipu,a^ion. or understand^ 

inco.p.ete^Mh 0 : !*J!^^^^SI^ °" M h the ° ffiCe «™ is 

the ™i£.S3^^ ar t of an r™ w ° f record in the *• »— 

which bear directly on the question of patentabMity eXam ' nerS re »P ons *'"«y *° see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview byTecTingThf '^^t^SSS^SS O^ZaZ^ ' ^ * f^" 06 ^ bee " discussed ^ 
requirements for whilh in.er^ecordaSon * otS^ directed *> restriction 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like ar exclude I Lm ?h. w^S Examining Procedure, or pointing 

substance of an interview is completely recorded in enters Ameridmertt «N S^3"S'° W ' 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^^^^ ? agre T Bn l W3S : eaCh6d and if S0 ' 3 descn 'P«on of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

^ b6in9 A «< - ^0 alloLbinty isUaKnd does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

flS^!Er d f° n °! the SU u Stance of any interview should include at leas » ^e following applicable items' 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) ° f 3 SUbStan " Ve n ' a,Ure diSCUSSed ' «— are already described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Thf °Jr a 'f me 1 t t L" eed 001 be lengthy or elab "rate- A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
IVZttJvr h dent ' fica, ' on ° f »• arguments is sufficient if the general nature orthfust of the principal argument! ma^de to he 
be "nders ood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? desire to emphasize and fu ly 
a . nJS^? , «/B«nerrts which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) Y 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) theSnt." 96neral reSU " S ° r ° U,COme ° f in,erVi6W ' Un ' eSS 3lready d6SCribed in the ,nterview Summar V F °™ completed by 
accura,^^^ 
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statement 'sJfb!^ T*™* °l T° Td J the examina ^hould send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 

sss. ss:sss~™r p,ace ,he indica,ion - — Record °* « - 


